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Abstract 
This paper discusses the implication of underlying regional economic theories and policies on social and economic 
development in Iskandar Malaysia. Furthermore, the study investigates local people’s knowledge and perception 
towards Iskandar Malaysia development as one of the main economic accelerators in the southern part of the 
Peninsular Malaysia. A questionnaire survey was conducted among the local people within the 5 flagship zones in 
Iskandar Malaysia regional economic development. The research had produced a picture on local people perception 
and knowledge towards the development in Iskandar Malaysia. Several social and economic issues and the impacts of 
these issues also identified in the research.  
 
© 2014 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. Selection and peer-review under responsibility of  the 
Association of Malaysian Environment-Behaviour Researchers, AMER (ABRA Malaysia). 
 
Keywords: Regional economic; regional development; impacts; socio-economic; Iskandar Malaysia 
1. Introduction  
In recent years, there has been an increasing interest in the study of regional planning and 
development. Reg ional planning has been implemented in Malaysia since 1950s along with the 
establishment of the First Malaysia Plan (1956). At the same time, Federal Land Development Authority 
(FELDA) was introduced to be as the responsible authority. During that time, regional p lanning was focus 
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to develop more new land, reduce problems of land hunger, poverty and unemployment in rural area 
(Mohd Yusuf Kasim, 1992). 
In the early 1970s, the reg ional development approach was changed along with the establishment of 
more Regional Development Authorities (RDSs) namely  Southeast Pahang (DARA), Central Terengganu 
(KETENGAH) and Southeast Johor (KEJORA) (Ghani Salleh, 2000). The establishment of the RDAs 
was the response to the introduction of New Economic Policy (NEP) in 1971. The main objective of the 
NEP which was launched on Second Malaysia Plan (1971-1990) was to reduce the regional economic 
disparities between rural and urban areas and between races. At that time, the regional economic 
development was aimed to accelerate the economic change of local population. Moreover, it  was also one 
of the government’s strategies to enhance the living standard of the population and to improve the 
economic convergence of the states in Malaysia.  
In consequently, since 1981, all the states in Malaysia are divided into six regions namely Northern 
region, Central region, Eastern region, Southern region, Sabah and Sarawak (Cho, 1990). Each of the 
region in  Peninsular Malaysia encompasses of several state except the Southern region which on ly 
consisting of one state (Johor). These regions share a similarity in resources, economic act ivities and each 
of the regions dominated by a single metropolitan area or als o known as growth centre.  
Generally, there are three regional economic development formed in Peninsular Malaysia namely the 
Northern Corridor Economic Region (2007-2025) encompasses the states of Perlis, Kedah, Pu lau Pinang 
and North Perak, the Iskandar Development Region (2006-2025) covering area of south Johor and last is 
the East Coast Economic Corridor (2007-2020) that covers for Kelantan, Terengganu, Pahang and the 
north of Mersing district Johor. The development of Iskandar Malaysia is set to become Malaysia's latest 
and most excit ing region offering diverse business opportunities to potential investor. There are also two 
regional economic corridors namely Sabah Development Corridor (SDC) and Sarawak Corridor of 
Renewable Energy (SCORE) in the East Malaysia. These five regional corridors with the Economic 
Transformat ion Programme (ETP) aimed to t ransform Malaysia into a high -income nation by 2020 
(Jacinta, 2011). 
The establishment of regional developments in Malaysia is consistent with  the rapid  economic growth 
(Lee Hwok Aun, 2004). However, there is a lack of study on the factors influencing the development of 
Iskandar Malaysia. Thus, it  is the intentions of the study to identify the factors influencing the 
establishment of Iskandar Malaysia regional economic development. The research focuses to study the 
impact of Iskandar Malaysia development to the socio-economic development of its population. 
  The study concentrates on Iskandar Malaysia because of several reasons;  
x Less research on Iskandar Malaysia development concept and theory from the perspective of regional 
planning in Malaysia 
Appointment of IRDA will assist the State Planning Committee (SPC) and relevant local planning 
authorities to co-ordinate development within the Iskandar Malaysia. The emergence of various regional 
planning authorities within the same region  should be further studied. Th is is to  further understand the 
concept of regional planning and the context of its implementation for the improvements of the regional 
planning system in Malaysia. Thus, it is the intention of this study to explore the concept of Iskandar 
Malaysia from the perspective of regional planning and theory. 
x   Centralisation of authorities would be able to promote sustainable development in Iskandar Malaysia. 
In the context of planning system in Malaysia, the administrative system is carried out at three 
governmental levels namely Federal, State and Local Government. In response for regional needs, the 
regional development authority will be established as the authority responsible for the development 
within a region. For Iskandar Malaysia, establishment of IRDA will assist the State Planning Committee 
(SPC) and relevant local p lanning authorities to co-ordinate development within the IDR. In regards for 
this purpose, a Comprehensive Development Plan (CDP) is formulated and use by the local authorities. 
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Moreover, it also exp lains the policies and strategies for the development and provides direction for co -
ordination between government agencies within  Iskandar Malaysia . Th is can be considered as a new 
governmental authority with newly introduced Act and development plan. Hence, it is the intention of the 
study to investigate the impact of the new planning system and provide understanding on the integration 
concept of the governmental level. 
x Theoretical inadequacy involving social factor in measuring successfulness of regional economic 
development 
Economic growth is related to the increase in the production of goods and services. It is measured by a 
rise in the gross domestic product (GDP) or in per capita.  GDP is one of the most important economic 
phenomena describing economic development and improvement of material welfare. However, in 
measuring the GDP only the produced amount of goods and services is taken into accoun t. Production’s 
negative externalities, such as social instability resulting from the possible increase in economic 
inequality (if economic growth benefits main ly people with high incomes) and effects on the environment 
are neglected (Tafenau, 2002). In the spatial context, the impact of regional development can be said 
continue to be concentrated in the developed states. Thus, the research will evaluate the progress of 
regional development programme towards the socio-economic of local people based on its past and 
existing approach and implementation mechanism.Based on the problem statements, there are three main 
derived research questions that the study hopes to answer; i) Does the establishment of Iskandar Malaysia 
able to promote sustainable development in the region?; and ii) Does the establishment of Iskandar 
Malaysia affect the social development of the local people?; iii) What are the factors contributing to the 
economic development and growth in Iskandar Malaysia?. From the research questions derived,  the 
following objectives of the study are formulated; i) To analyze the strategies and policies for economic 
growth and their means to accelerate economic development and overcome issues and problems;, ii) To 
identify the factors contributing to the Iskandar Malaysia’s regional economic development; and iii) To 
suggest and recommend improvement on the regional economic development.  
2. Background of the study 
The regional development approach and strategy changed along the needs for development. In 
addition, various types of regional development implemented in Malaysia; inter and intraregional, area 
under Regional Development Authorities (RDA) and regional economic development involving 
jurisdiction beyond local and international area (Zainul Bahrin, 1989). Th is raised a question about the 
existence of different types of regional development in Malaysia. Identification of factors promoting for 
regional development is ‘essential in the execution of appropriate actions for enhancing, consolidating or 
scalling down of development efforts in the reg ions concerned’ (Zainul Bahrin, 1989;  5). Moreover, many 
questions have been raised about the impact of regional planning and development in Malaysia. The past 
literatures indicated a significant relationship between development and impact towards social 
development. In Malaysia, unequal income and development distribution affected life quality of the 
population (Ragayah, 2008). In  fact, since the implementation of regional development, the issues of 
regional and urban-rural d isparities are still the pertinent issue in Malaysia (Eskandarian and 
Ghalehteimouri, 2011). According to Dani (2002), regional development strategies to reduce disparities 
and promote for economic growth were planned to be achieved within the last Out line Perspective Plan 
period of 1971-90. Besides that, there are also a series of Five-Year development plan formulated to 
enhance the regional planning and development in the country (Abdul Hamid, 1987). However, there is 
still a debate on the regional development strategy practice in the country. A lot of questions also address 
on regional p lanning in the country towards improving socio -economic and living standards of the 
population (Dani, 2002).  
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2.1. Definition of region 
There are different attribute when it refers to definition of region. In the first emergence of region, 
Glasson (1974) identified two ways of identifying the concept of regions in which related to the 
subjective and objective view (Glasson, 1974). Based on his study, the subjective view pres ented regions 
as a concept derive from particular purpose while object ive view identified reg ions according to 
geographical and physical features. In fact, defining a reg ion is one of the major problems faced by 
planning practitioners today (McLean, 1996). According  to Dawkins (2003; p.133) defin ition of region 
can be retrieved based on the earliest study conducted by Christaller (1933) and Losch (1954). In the 
study, region is defined as ‘hierarchical systems of central p laces or cit ies’ in which each of the reg ion has 
a small number of h igh and low order cities. However, this type of concept is only useful to determine the 
spatial structure of regions that house market-oriented (Dawkins, 2003; p.133).  
A study in 1970s showed that region is related to the integration of different hierarchy of developments 
into single authority body (Smith, 1976). Region  also defined as ‘any segment or portion of earth surface 
is a region if it is homogeneous in terms of areal g roupings’ (Dutt, 1970). This definition is simi lar to the 
definit ion described by So, Hand and McDowell (1986) and Davis (2004). According to authors, region is 
referred as an area with the need for establishment of admin istration body to address the issues beyond 
the limited  government jurisdiction. This idea was then further exp lored  and suggested that region can be 
a cooperation of one or more authority body at different governmental level (McDonald, McAlpine, 
Taylor and Vagg, 2003).  
However, others defined a region as an area within a country (Friedman and Weaver, 1979; Dawkins, 
2003). Furthermore, a  survey conducted by Hall (1988) in the early 1980s suggested that there are various 
definit ion of region based upon development approaches (Dawkins, 2003; Glasson & Marshall, 2007). 
For example, a  study conducted by Ijaz and Ihsan (2005) showed that a region emerges upon the needs of 
local economics and national development or emerges as ‘regional policies’ or ‘local program’ (Collits, 
2008).  
On the other hand, region also defined based on its dependency on natural resources. Dawkins (2003) 
elaborated in his study that approach to defined region is influenced by the nature of resources available 
in a region, its ecosystem and geographic boundaries. This is contrast with the earliest approach to 
defined region which  is based on the historically background of a region. According to Markusen (1987), 
region is a territorial areas that evolved based on a development process of its ‘physical environment, a  
socioeconomic, political, and cultural milieu’ (Dawkins , 2003; p.134).  
Nevertheless, ‘region’ is used in a wide range concept including in defining the cultural factors of 
population in a reg ion. McCall (2010) described a concept of region emerges based on cultural identity of 
the population. ‘Identity is a powerful force in development of notions of regions’ (McCall, 2010; p.3). 
This shows that culture of a population as a factor influencing the concept of a region. To  sum up, region 
can be defined in various concept and based on different combination of plan ning purposes (Seltzer and 
Carbonell, 2011), identity and degree (Bond and Mccrone, 2004). A lthough understanding the concept of 
region is relatively might regard insufficient to create a big impact on the practice of regional p lanning, 
however, the availab ility of information should able to guide the professional and practitioner to 
implement better development and planning of region.  
2.2. Regional development in Malaysia 
Regional development has been the global phenomenon to the third world countries since th e 1950s 
(Scott and Storper, 1990) and this is including Malaysia (Ghani Salleh, 2000). In general, regional 
development is concerned with interaction and function of spatial development towards income, 
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employment and welfare issues (Friedmann and Alonso, 1964) and can be defined as a allocation process 
of activities and investment decision within a region (Friedmann, 2001). 
Regional development is concerned with interaction and function of spatial development towards 
solving income, employment and welfare issues (Friedmann and Alonso, 1964). Reg ional development 
also defined as an allocation process of activities and investment decision within a region (Friedmann, 
2001). Regional development has been the global phenomenon to the third  world countries since t he 
1950s (Scott and Storper, 1990) and this is including Malaysia (Ghani Salleh, 2000). 
Regional development planning implemented to solve economic problem of reg ions structured in long -
term period strategy (Snickars, Andersson and Albegov, 1982). Regional planning strategies in Malaysia 
are implemented throughout the long-term development plans (Wood, 2005) in which it aimed to reduce 
regional d isparities in the country (Dani Salleh, 2002) while at the same time to b ring closer income gaps 
among states (Mohamed Aslam and Asan Ali, 2003).  
Although some of researchers found that the regional development strategies in Malaysia were 
successfully achieved (Wood, 2005; Mohamed Aslam and Asan Ali, 2003) but some argued that mostly 
the implementation of such strategies under the Federative system will not be achieved due to the conflict 
of distribution of the wealth between national and states authority (Eskandarian, and Ghalehteimouri, 
2011). However, according to  Snickars, Andersson and Albegov (1982), achievemen t of regional 
development planning is differ depends on national pattern of development and growth.  
2.3. Regional economic development 
Planning and economics are interrelated p lans (Hughes and Kozlowski, 1968) in which growth in 
economic affect the country’s national income (Hava and Erturgut, 2010). However, as changing in the 
globalization technology, there is a need to have a change in strategies to increase the economic growth. 
One of the new strategies is by introducing a regional economic development to increase competit iveness 
in the economic growth (Bendis, Seline and Byler, 2008). Moreover, scholarly literature on economic 
development identified regional economic development plays the significant ro le in integrating and 
solving economic problem (Berentsen, 1979; Glasson, 1992; Glasson, 1995; McLean, 1996). 
Regional economic development is one of the fundamental elements in regional planning study. 
According to Snickars, Andersson and Albegov (1982, p.10), there are several important factors of 
economic phenomena with a regional impact that will affect the future regional development;  
x Fundamental uncertainties about economic development in the medium and long -term have increased. 
x Economic integration has increased at both the local and international levels , implying that regions are 
increasingly vulnerable to external economic process . 
x The shortage of fuels and other raw materials has led to a shift in the emphasis of the analyses of 
critical economic processes toward problems of technological change. 
On the other hand, Hoover and Giarratani (1985, p.5) identified three major p roblems of regional 
economic which  involved the ‘natural resources advantages’, the ‘economies of concentration’ and ‘the 
costs of transport and communication’. These showed that the regional development planning problems 
centered on economic development of a region. Past literatures identified regional economic development 
as a multidimensional concept with multid imensional factors (Nijkamp and Abreu, 2009) as the outcome 
from a p rocess and development of available reg ion resources and activities (Stimson and Stough, 2008). 
According to Blakely (1994), regional economic development derives from a continuous and engagement 
of government or society in  a process of business and employment while Malecki (1991) mentioned 
regional economic development derives from a region’s economy by combining the quantitative and 
qualitative resources (Stimson and Stough, 2008).Every region has a d ifferent attributes including its 
unique economic resources and opportunities in g lobal markets. Previously, Targets to uplift  the 
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economic and social well-being is the every goal of economic development. However, in the current era, 
economic development is more concern towards increasing the regional competitivene ss (Drabenstott, 
2009). Thus, this situation contributes towards the lack of attention given on the well-being of human 
needs and quality of life. Like the other types of development plan, planning at regional level brings an 
impact to its physical, social and economic assets. Thus, this research attempts to identify potential and 
issues from the regional development strategy implementing in the study area with the current national 
and state development strategy. 
3. Research methodology 
The methods of data collection used in this research are resulting from research questions and 
objectives design. Methods for collecting data used in  this research are the mixed-model type of research 
which is based on a combination of literature review, qualitative and quantita tive research. The 
quantitative research includes modes of semi-structured questionnaire and interview survey. Data for 
qualitative research is collected through content analysis and interviews.  
3.1. Methods of data collection 
x Literature reviews 
One of the methods used to collect qualitative informat ion on the research subject is the literature 
review. Through the literature review method, background of the study, structure of the research as well 
as wide understanding on the research subject is enabled. In order to collect such informat ion, published 
books, reports, seminars and conference papers, journals, web pages  and newspapers were referred. For 
the purpose of completing the literature rev iew stage, duration of about two months was spent to gather 
and analyse relevant informat ion and sources. However, there is a  limitation on dealing with collecting 
informat ion from documented and written sources. Thus, semi-structured questionnaire survey and 
interview are used to fill the gap in the literature review. Through the usage of the mult iple-methods of 
data collection, a cross-validation of the information gathered from the questionnaire survey, group 
discussion and interviews will help to clarify the material from documented and written sources. 
x Semi-structured questionnaire  
The semi-structured questionnaires survey was conducted on local people within Iskandar Malaysia. 
The questionnaire survey was designed to acquire information, perception of the respondents, issues and 
problems on Iskandar Malaysia development. The semi-structured questionnaire survey method is 
employed to answer first and second research questions. 
3.2. Selection of sampling 
There are five local authorities’ areas with in Iskandar Malaysia development. These local authorities 
are; i) Majlis Bandaraya Johor Bahru, ii) Majlis Perbandaran Johor Bahru Tengah, iii) Majlis Perbandaran 
Kulai, iv) Majlis Perbandaran Pasir Gudang and v) Majlis Daerah Pontian. In 2010, census indicates there 
are 3.2 million populations in Johor comprising of 1.05 million of Malaysian Citizens. However, the 
study only focuses on local cit izen  consisting of head of households or spouse. During the survey 
conducted on the local people within Iskandar Malaysia development, 1018 questionnaire are collected. 
However, after the data cleaning process, only 916 questionnaires are valid to be used in the analysis. For 
this study, a cluster random sampling is used to select sampling from the target population. According to 
Sulaiman Shamsuri (2004), cluster random sampling is recognise as  sampling that applied when the target 
group are composed of many d ifferent groups. The clusters may be geographic or institutional or derived 
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in other ways. In  reference to this study, target population is divided into different local authorities’ areas. 
In addition, according to Lehtonen and Pahkinen (2004: 70), cluster sampling is the low cost of data 
collection per sample element in which it suitable to applied for population that have a large regional 
spread. 
Table .1 Distribution of sampling: Local People in Iskandar Malaysia 
Local Authorities’ Area Population (Malaysian citizens) Sample Size 
Majlis Bandaraya Johor Bahru 454,482 150 
Majlis Perbandaran Johor Bahru Tengah 472, 660 150 
Majlis Perbandaran Kulai 2, 442 25 
Majlis Perbandaran Pasir Gudang 39, 708 35 
Majlis Daerah Pontian 86, 036 40 
Total 1, 055328 400 
4. Analysis and findings 
4.1. Profile of respondents 
Based on the survey, approximately 60.8 percent were female respondents and male respondents were 
approximately 39.2 percent (refer Table 2 below). Majority of the respondents were Malay with total of 
680 respondents. Approximately 40.2 percent of respondents were aged between 31 to  40 years old, 33.7 
percent aged between 21 to 30 years old and 17.6 percent were aged between 41 to 50 years old (Table 3). 
Table 2. Gender and ethnicity of respondents 
Gender 
Ethnicity 
Total 
Malay Chinese India Others 
F % F % F % F % F % 
Male 303 44.6 34 29.8 22 36.7 0 0 359 39.2 
Female 377 55.4 138 80.2 38 63.3 4 100 557 60.8 
Total 680 100 172 100 60 100 4 100 916 100 
Notes: F: Frequency, %: Percentage 
Table 3. Gender and ethnicity of respondents 
Age No of Respondents Percent (%) 
<20 years old 3 0.3 
21 - 30 years old 309 33.7 
31  - 40 years old 368 40.2 
41 - 50 years old 161 17.6 
> 51 years old 75 8.2 
Total Respondents 916 100 
Notes: Minimum age: 19 yrs old,  Maximum Age: 78 yrs old, Mean: 36.30 yrs old, Mode: 32 yrs old 
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Majority of the respondents covering of 85.6 percent mentioned that their work was not influenced by 
Iskandar Malaysia development. In addition, only 6 percent of the respondents mentioned that they have 
involved in Iskandar Malaysia development. Meanwhile, 81 percent of them claimed have planned to 
migrate to  other place in  2 years later. Among the reasons to migrate are to pursue bette r job 
opportunities, back to hometown, search fo r p lace with better life quality and high cost of living in the 
current residence.  
4.2. Knowledge on Iskandar Malaysia  
The scale of 0 to 4 is used in the questionnaire form. 0 scale represents the lowest value o f 
respondents’ knowledge and vice versa. Majority of the respondents claimed that they have zero 
knowledge on Iskandar Malaysia development before 2006. However, since 2009, majority of the 
respondents covering of 35.7 percent (rate; 3) agreed with the establishment of Iskandar Malaysia in 
Johor (refer Tab le 4 below). In addit ion, since 2009, majority of the respondents covering of 35.4 percent, 
33.3 percent and 32.8 percent rated 2 for awareness on a proposed development in Iskandar Malaysia, 
knowledge on the implementation of public participation on Iskandar Malaysia development and reason 
behind the establishment of Iskandar Malaysia respectively.  
 
Table 4. Knowledge on Iskandar Malaysia before 2006 and since 2009 
Knowledge on Iskandar Malaysia Rate 
Before 2006 2006-2009 Since 2009 
F % F % F % 
Knowledge on Iskandar Malaysia development 
0 730 79.7 404 44.1 94 10.3 
1 98 10.7 203 22.2 95 10.4 
2 69 7.5 220 24 326 35.6 
3 14 1.5 82 9.0 289 31.6 
4 4 0.4 6 0.7 111 12.1 
Awareness on a proposed development in Iskandar 
Malaysia  
0 728 79.5 416 45.4 117 12.8 
1 103 11.2 204 22.3 102 11.1 
2 56 6.1 208 22.7 324 35.4 
3 23 2.5 77 8.4 265 28.9 
4 5 0.5 10 1.1 107 11.7 
Knowledge on the implementation of public participation 
on Iskandar Malaysia development  
0 705 77 418 45.6 150 16.4 
1 104 11.4 197 21.5 113 12.3 
2 85 9.3 217 23.7 305 33.3 
3 18 2.0 77 8.4 260 28.4 
4 3 0.3 6 0.7 87 9.5 
Knowledge on the reason behind the establishment of 
Iskandar Malaysia  
0 710 77.5 427 46.6 152 16.6 
1 96 10.5 181 19.8 118 12.9 
2 86 9.4 219 23.9 300 32.8 
3 18 2.0 78 8.5 275 30 
4 5 0.5 10 1.1 70 7.6 
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Notes: F: Frequency, %: Percentage 
Agreement with the development of Iskandar Malaysia 
establishment in Johor  
0 668 72.9 380 41.5 98 10.7 
1 99 10.8 174 19 94 10.3 
2 84 9.2 184 20.1 226 24.7 
3 49 5.3 146 15.9 327 35.7 
4 15 1.6 31 3.4 170 18.6 
Envision Iskandar Malaysia as an ideal concept for 
development of local community  
0 660 72.1 385 42 97 10.6 
1 113 12.3 168 18.3 109 11.9 
2 77 8.4 189 20.6 232 25.3 
3 51 5.6 135 14.7 309 33.7 
4 14 1.5 38 4.1 168 18.3 
Agreement on Iskandar Malaysia development affected life 
of respondent  
0 670 73.1 406 44.3 119 13 
1 112 12.2 176 19.2 124 13.5 
2 79 8.6 198 21.6 273 29.8 
3 46 5.0 109 11.9 260 28.4 
4 8 0.9 26 2.8 139 15.2 
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On the other hand, majority of the respondents covering of 78 percent agreed and strongly agreed the 
development of Iskandar Malaysia consisting of infrastructure and public facilities development. In 
contrast, there also respondents covering of 28.9 percent disagreed and strongly disagreed on provision of 
low cost housing for the local people in Iskandar Malaysia (refer Table 5). 
 
Table 5. The Development in Iskandar Malaysia 
 
Types of developments 
Scale 
Total Zero 
knowledge 
Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Agree 
Strongly 
Agree 
F % F % F % F % F % F % 
The development of low cost 
housing for the local people 129 14.1 114 12.4 151 16.5 341 37.2 179 19.5 914 99.8 
The development of 
infrastructure and public 
facilit ies 
87 9.5 32 3.5 81 8.8 497 54.3 217 23.7 914 99.8 
The provision of public 
transportation 93 10.2 30 3.3 100 10.9 472 51.5 217 23.7 912 99.6 
The provision of business 
centre and  area for local 
people 
95 10.4 39 4.3 108 11.8 439 47.9 233 25.4 914 99.8 
The development of public 
health centre and facilities 112 12.2 28 3.1 121 13.2 413 45.1 240 26.2 914 99.8 
The development of public 
institution and education 
centre 
116 12.7 31 3.4 89 9.7 415 45.3 263 28.7 914 99.8 
The conservation of natural 
heritage and culture of the 
local people 
111 12.1 52 5.7 149 16.3 385 42 217 23.7 914 99.8 
Notes: F: Frequency, %: Percentage 
473 Noor Suzilawati Rabe et al. /  Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences  153 ( 2014 )  463 – 478 
A Pearson Correlation test was made to test monthly income of the households  and respondents’ 
knowledge on types of development consisting in Iskandar Malaysia (refer Tab le 6 below). In  referring to 
Table 6, since the significant value of each test is less than the critical values of 0.05, therefore it 
concludes that is a relationship between monthly households’ income with their knowledge on provision 
of business centre, public institution and education centre. The result indicates a positive relationship that 
shows the increase in respondents’ income, the more they concerned with the provision of business centre, 
public institution and education centre in the area.  
 
Table 6. Pearson Correlation test: Respondents’ perception towards Iskandar Malaysia based on their age 
 
Types of developments 
Monthly income of households 
Correlation 
Coefficient 
Sig. 
(2-tailed) 
No. of 
respondents 
The development of low cost housing for the local people -0.001 0.978 900 
The development of infrastructure and public facilities 0.055 0.097 900 
The provision of public transportation 0.058 0.081 898 
The provision of business centre and  area for local people 0.073* 0.028 900 
The development of public health centre and facilities 0.041 0.224 900 
The development of public institution and education centre 0.082* 0.013 900 
The conservation of natural heritage and culture of the local people 0.054 0.106 900 
4.3. Perception towards Iskandar Malaysia 
In the questionnaire, respondents were asked about their perception towards Iskandar Malaysia. The 
scale given is from 0; the lowest rate to 4; the highest rate. As shown in Table 7 below, all respondents 
chose score of 3 as the highest rate for the question.  
Table 7. Respondents’ perception towards Iskandar Malaysia 
Respondents’ Perception towards Iskandar Malaysia Highest Rate F % 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia provide more job oppurtunities to the local people 3 495 54 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia encourage more establishment of local business 3 466 50.9 
The development project and economic activity proposed changes the physical environment in 
Iskandar Malaysia 3 482 52.6 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia increase local business productivity and  profitability 3 491 53.6 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia improves the social well-being of local people in 
Iskandar Malaysia 3 489 53.4 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia increase income of the local people 3 479 52.3 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia improve access to public facilities and amenities 3 535 58.4 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia increase the development of infrastructure in the local 
area 3 533 58.2 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia increase the provision of housing for local people 3 477 52.1 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia reduce poverty problem of the local people 3 464 50.7 
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Notes: F: Frequency, %: Percentage 
Majority of the respondents covering of 58.4 and 58. 2 percent claimed that the development of 
Iskandar Malaysia improves access to public facilit ies and amenit ies and also increases the development 
of in frastructure in the local area. A Pearson Correlat ion test was made to test age and respondents’ 
perception towards Iskandar Malaysia development (refer Table 8 below). In referring to Table 8, since 
the significant value of each test is less than the critical values of 0.05, therefore it  concludes that is a 
relationship between the variables. The age of respondents does influence their perception on 
developments in Iskandar Malaysia. The negative relationship indicates as decrease in respondents’ age, 
the higher tendency of respondents to give higher score in their rating. In the other words, the young 
respondents are more likely to agree with the development of Iskandar Malaysia.  
 
Table 8. Pearson Correlation test: Respondents’ Perception towards Iskandar Malaysia based on their age 
 
Respondents’ Perception towards Iskandar Malaysia 
Age 
Correlation 
Coefficient 
Sig. 
(2-tailed) 
No. of 
respondents 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia provide more job oppurtunities to the 
local people -0.126** 0.000 915 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia encourage more establishment of 
local business -0.126** 0.000 915 
The development project and economic activity proposed changes the 
physical environment in Iskandar Malaysia -0.104** 0.002 915 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia increase local business productivity 
and  profitability -0.086** 0.009 914 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia improves the social well-being of 
local people in Iskandar Malaysia -0.103** 0.002 914 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia increase income of the local people -0.094** 0.005 913 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia improve access to public facilities 
and amenities -0.077* 0.020 914 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia increase the development of 
infrastructure in the local area -0.082* 0.013 914 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia increase the provision of housing for 
local people -0.126** 0.000 914 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia reduce poverty problem of the local 
people -0.087** 0.008 914 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia open the job oppurtunities for local 
people in rural area -0.122** 0.000 914 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia reduce social and crime problem in 
the local area -0.065* 0.049 914 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia attract more investors from abroad -0.45 0.173 914 
* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia open the job oppurtunities for local people in rural area 3 485 52.9 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia reduce social and crime problem in the local area 3 388 42.4 
The development of Iskandar Malaysia attract more investors from abroad 3 476 52 
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4.4. Impact of Iskandar Malaysia on social and environmental aspects 
Respondents were also asked to rate on social and environmental impacts of Iskandar Malaysia. The 
positive scales are used in the questionnaire. The scale of 0; zero knowledge to 4; strong agreement are 
used in the questionnaire.   
Table 9 Impact of Iskandar Malaysia on social impacts 
Social Impacts 
Before 2006 2006-2009 Since 2009 
HR F % HR F % HR F % 
Involuntary resettlement 0 720 78.6 0 469 51.2 0 260 28.4 
Expropriation of land 0 694 75.8 0 425 46.4 4 223 24.3 
Changes in farmland 0 684 74.7 0 431 47.1 3 215 23.5 
Exploration of forest areas, virgin 
forest  0 676 73.8 0 421 46 4 248 27.1 
Changes in fishery area 0 694 75.8 0 426 46.5 0 225 24.6 
Changes in existing industries 0 671 73.3 0 413 45.1 3 215 23.5 
Loss of cultural or historical assets 0 658 71.8 0 437 47.7 0 21 23.9 
Adverse effects on residential areas 0 658 71.8 0 399 43.6 3 226 24.7 
Impacts on minorities or indigenous 
people 0 658 71.8 0 398 43.4 3 220 24 
Notes: HR: Highest Rate, F: Frequency, %: Percentage 
Based on the result in Tab le 9 above, majority of the respondents have zero knowledge on social 
impacts of Iskandar Malaysia before 2006. However, majority of 27.1 percent and 24.3 percent claimed 
that Iskandar Malaysia development caused exploration of forest areas and expropriation of land since 
2009. Meanwhile, 23.5 percent of them claimed that Iskandar Malaysia impacted the changes in farmland 
and changes in existing industries since 2009 respectively. In terms of environmental impacts, majo rity of 
the respondents claimed that they have zero knowledge on impact of Iskandar Malaysia on environmental 
impacts before 2006 until 2009. However, 25.9 percent of the respondents agreed Iskandar Malaysia 
caused negative effects on the climate and 24.8 percent of the respondents claimed that discharge of waste 
water is increased since 2009 (refer Table 10).  
Table 10 Impact of Iskandar Malaysia on environmental impacts 
Environmental Impacts 
Before 2006 2006-2009 Since 2009 
HR F % HR F % HR F % 
Discharge of waste water 0 626 68.3 0 417 45.5 3 227 24.8 
Negative effects on the climate  0 615 67.1 0 401 43.8 3 237 25.9 
Adverse effects on the 
biodiversity (e. g. wetlands, 
forests, national parks, etc.)  
0 606 66.2 0 394 43 4 221 24.1 
Noise emissions  0 609 66.5 0 404 44.1 4 220 24 
Notes: HR: Highest Rate, F: Frequency, %: Percentage 
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5. Summary and conclusions 
5.1. Summary of findings 
In the Analysis section, the discussion highlighted the result of data collection from local people within 
Iskandar Malaysia. The findings enabled examinat ion on current development of Iskandar Malaysia from 
the perspective of the respondents. Moreover, the findings also provided the research informat ion on 
respondents’ knowledge on Iskandar Malaysia development as well as the impact s of the development 
towards social and environmental aspects. Findings from the analysis help to attain objective 1, 2 and 3 of 
the research. 
In this regard, the major findings of the research are: 
x 81 percent of them claimed have planned to migrate to other place in 2 years later. Among the reasons 
to migrate are to pursue better job opportunities, back to hometown, search for place with better life 
quality and high cost of living in the current residence  
x Majority of the respondents claimed that they have zero knowledge on Iskandar Malaysia development 
before 2006 
x 28.9 percent disagreed and strongly disagreed on provision of low cost housing for the local people in 
Iskandar Malaysia 
x Respondents with higher income level are more concerned with the provision  of business centre, 
public institution and education centre in the area compared to those from lower income group  
x Majority of the respondents have zero knowledge on social impacts of Iskandar Malaysia before 2006 
x Majority of 27.1 percent and 24.3 percent claimed that Iskandar Malaysia development caused 
exploration of forest areas and expropriation of land since 2009 
x 23.5 percent of them claimed that Iskandar Malaysia caused the changes in farmland and changes in 
existing industries since 2009 respectively 
x 25.9 percent of the respondents agreed Iskandar Malaysia caused negative effects on the climate and 
24.8 percent of the respondents claimed that discharge of waste water is increased since 2009 
5.2. Conclusion 
This research focused on discussing and analyzing the development of Iskandar Malaysia located at 
the southern part of the Peninsular Malaysia. Moreover, the research assesses the impact of Iskandar 
Malaysia development on the social and environment. In addition, the research examines respondents’ 
perception towards the development of Iskandar Malaysia.  From the analysis, there are several issues and 
conclusions can be extracted from the find ings and discussions of the research. From the opinion of the 
researcher, there are still a lot more areas of concern that need to be improved in relat ion to the planning 
and development of Iskandar Malysia. In  addition, there also a lot of effort and areas that required  for 
further study to improve the current development in Iskandar Malaysia. More cooperation and attention 
from the local authorities, stakeholders and public is needed to ensure sustainable development of socio -
economic can be achieved in Iskandar Malaysia development. 
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